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Period for Reply 


A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 January 2004 and 20 February 2004 . 
2a)H This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 29-41 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 29-41 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 


Claim Objections 

Claims 38-40 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 38, line 6, 
"id" should be —is—. Appropriate correction is required. 


Claim Rejection* - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

Tke specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
suhject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 29-37 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 29 and 41, line 8, defining that the ends of caps are covered has no clear 
meaning and does not appear accurate. It is not clear how the ends of tke caps are covered or 
with what they are covered. It appears that what should be claimed is that the ends of the support 
element are covered with caps. In claim 29, line 9, it appears "has a seat position" sho uld he 
— has seat positions— and in line 11, "the seat position" should be —their seat positions— to 
correspond. 
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In claim 30, line 4, defining that the seat positions for the caps and the connection device 
have the same device has no clear meaning. Clarification is requested. 

In claims 33 and 34, "the half" should more appropriately he — the half of the connection 
device—- to he consistent with claim 29- 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the hasis for all 
ohviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set fortk in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in tke art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 29, 33, 35 and 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wilkelm et al (G erman patent 19802451) in view of Frimley (Great Britain patent 

1565955). 

The patent to Wilhelm discloses the invention substantially as is claimed, including a 
curved spring-elastic support element (16) having opposing ends and two hand surfaces. On one 
Land surface a wiper strip (20) is provided and on tke opposing hand surface a connection device 
(14) is provided. The connection device is provided in a longitudinal midsection of the support 
element. Caps (26) are provided on and cover opposite ends of tke support element. The caps 
have a U-shaped cross section with U-legs (30) and claws (34). 
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The patent to Wilkelm discloses all of the above recited subject matter with the exception 
of the connection device being of a U-shaped cross section wherein U-l egs and claws of tke U- 
shape engage tke support element. 

Tke patent to Frimley discloses a windskield wiper tkat includes a spring elastic support 
(16) supporting a squeegee (8). Frimley discloses tke use of connection device (2) for coupling 
tke support element to tke wiper arm (36). Tke connection device is coupled to tke support 
element mid lengtk tkereof and kas a U-skaped cross section tkat engages tke support element 
(fig. 11). Tke connection device kas claws on U-legs tkereof tkat engage under tke support 
element. 

It would kave keen okvious to one of skill in tke art to provide tke wiper Hade of Wilkelm 
witk a connection device with U-legs and claws that engage the support element, as clearly taught 
by Frimley, to enable ease of assembly of the connection device with the support element. It 
appears but a mere substitution of one connection device for another. 

With respect to claim 33, note that Frimley teaches partial lateral constriction (fig. 2) of 
the support element to longitudinally hold the connection device on the support element. Such is 
matched to the length of the connection device. Such a constriction could also be employed in 
the support element of Wilhelm for like reasons. 

As far as claim 40 defines any particular structure, it appears the caps and connection 
device of the modified Wilhelm blade of assuming a function of each other, in particular, 
engagement with the support element. 
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Claims 30-32 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wilkelm et al (German patent 19802451) in view of Frimley (Great Britain patent 1565955) as 
applied to claim 29 above, and furtker in view of Yang (U.S. patent 5,361,896). 

Tke patents to Wilkelm and Frimley disclose all of tke above recited subject matter witk 
tke exception of tkere being multiple blades kaving different dimensions but tke same seat 
position widtk. 

Tke patent to Yang discloses tkat it is known to make wiper blades of various lengtks for 
use witk different vekicles (see background). Furtker, suck is notoriously well known. Wkile 
Yang discloses making lengtk adjustable, ke does clearly disclose tkat making blades and 
associated support structure of different lengtks is known. Note tkat wkile Yang discloses various 
lengtks for use witk different vekicle designs, tke widtk of tke blade and associated structure 
remains constant. Suck aids in tke reduction of tke number of components tkat need to be 
manufactured. 

It would kave been obvious to one of skill in tke art to make tke blades of 
Wilkelm/Frimley of various lengtks, as clearly suggested by Yang, to enable use witk various 
vekicles requiring different lengtks. It is notoriously well known to make blades of different 
lengtks. Making tke blades of Frimley of various lengtks would be entirely obvious to enable use 
witk a variety of vekicles. Furtker, it is known to maintain tke widtk of tke blade and associated 
structure (support element), see Yang, even wkile providing different lengtks. It would be obvious 
to one of skill in tke art to maintain tke widtk of tke blade and associated structure (support 
elements) wben providing multi lengtk blades of Frimley to enable universal fitting witk tke 
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connection device. It is common industry practice to employ constant width while providing 
various lengths. Such enables differing length blades to be used with common supporting 
structure (connection devices), thus reducing production costs. 

Double Patenting 

Applicant is advised that should claim 29 be found allowable, claim 41 will be objected to 
under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two claims in an application 
are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight 
difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a 
substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(h). 

Allowable Subject Matter 


Claims 34 and 36 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to claims 29-33, 35 and 37-41 have been considered 
hut are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In-so-far as applicant's arguments relate to the now advanced rejection, they will be 
addressed. Applicant argues that the structural principle of Yang could not he modified to a wiper 
hlade as suggested by Wilhelm since Wilhelm does not employ brackets. However, the concepts 
of various lengths for various vehicles could clearly be taken from Yang and employed by 
Wilhelm. Otherwise, the blade structure suggested and disclosed by Wilhelm could only be used 
on a few vehicles. Yang clearly suggests making blades of various lengths for various vehicles. 
Note, that for a 16 and 17 inch blade, it appears the same number of support brackets are 
employed (column 4,15-30). Thus, Yang teaches various lengths having a common width for the 
same supporting structure. By employing such teachings, it appears that at least two different 
length blades with support elements could be provide a common connection device. 
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Conclusion 


icant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set fortk in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to tLis final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, tfien the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gary K Graham whose telephone numher is 571-272-1274. The 
examiner can normally he reached on Tuesday to Friday (6:30-4:00). 

if attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rohert Ward en can be reached on 571-272-1281. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding trie status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from eitber Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Gary K Graham 
Primary Examiner 
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